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FCOLEY, Judge: This case was heard pursuant to the
provi sions of section 7463! of the Internal Revenue Code in

effect when the petition was filed. The decision to be entered

1 Unless otherwi se indicated, all section references are to
the Internal Revenue Code in effect for the years in issue, and
all Rule references are to the Tax Court Rules of Practice and
Pr ocedure.
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is not reviewable by any other court, and this opinion should not
be cited as authority. The issues for decision are whet her
petitioner is liable for tax relating to unreported i ncone and
for the section 6651(a)(1) and (2) additions to tax relating to
2000, 2001, and 2002.

Backgr ound

Petitioner is the president of the State of Nevada Eagle
Forum a State chapter of the National Eagle Forum In 2000,
2001, and 2002, petitioner annually received $6, 000 of non-
enpl oyee conpensation froma foundati on associated with the
Nat i onal Eagle Forum (the foundation), yet petitioner did not
file tax returns relating to those years. In a notice of
deficiency dated April 5, 2005, respondent determ ned that
petitioner is liable for tax deficiencies totaling $2, 544,
section 6651(a)(1l) additions to tax for failure to file a return,
and section 6651(a)(2) additions to tax for failure to tinely pay
taxes relating to 2000, 2001, and 2002. At trial, on January 30,
2006, respondent noved for the inposition of a section 6673(a)(1)
penal ty.

On May 31, 2005, petitioner, while residing in Sparks,
Nevada, filed her petition.

Di scussi on

Petitioner concedes that she received incone and failed to

report the anmounts determ ned by respondent. Petitioner



- 3 -
contends, however, that she is not liable for tax on these
paynents because of her religious beliefs. The Supreme Court has
hel d that “Because the broad public interest in nmaintaining a
sound tax systemis of such a high order, religious belief in
conflict with the paynent of taxes affords no basis for resisting

the tax.” United States v. Lee, 455 U S. 252, 260 (1982); see

al so Adans v. Conm ssioner, 110 T.C 137 (1998), affd. 170 F.3d

173 (3d Gr. 1999). Accordingly, petitioner is |iable for the
tax relating to the paynents fromthe foundation. See sec.
61(a).

Respondent bears, and has net, the burden of production with
respect to the section 6651(a)(1) and (2) additions to tax. See
sec. 7491(c); Rule 142(a). Petitioner does not neet the
requi renents of any exception to section 6651(a)(1) or (2).
Accordingly, respondent’s determ nations are sustained. See

H gbee v. Conm ssioner, 116 T.C 438, 446 (2001).

Respondent contends that petitioner’s position is frivol ous
and that, pursuant to section 6673(a)(1), the Court should inpose
a penalty on petitioner. W, however, conclude that it is not
appropriate to i npose such a penalty in this case.

Contentions we have not addressed are irrelevant, noot, or

meritl ess.



To reflect the foregoing,

An appropriate order and

decision will be entered.




